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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 4 and 6 are objected to because of the following informalities: the phrase 
"wherein in the or each set the discrete points" appears to contain a typographical error. 
For the purposes of examination, "wherein in the or each set the discrete points" will be 
interpreted as "wherein the or each set of the discrete points" (consistent with claim 5). 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

3. Claims 1 , 2, 4, 5, 1 0, and 1 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being 
anticipated by Plice (US Patent 4,514,598 ('598)) (already of record). 

Regarding claim 1 , Plice teaches a mount for a microphone ('598 title), the 
mount being adapted to rigidly clamp (via "microphone cradle"; '598 Figs. 2 and 5 #3) a 
microphone body ('598 Fig. 1 #21 ) at a plurality of discrete points ("friction surface"; '598 
Figs. 2 and 5 #14) on the circumference of the body ('598 Figs. 1-2). 



Regarding claim 2, Plice remains as applied above. 
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Plice further teaches that the plurality of discrete points comprises at least one 
set of at least three discrete points disposed around the circumference of the 
microphone body ('598 Fig. 2 illustrates 6 bands providing 6 discrete friction surfaces). 

Regarding claim 4, Plice remains as applied above. 

Plice further teaches that the or each set the discrete points are substantially 
equally spaced around the circumference of the microphone body ('598 Fig. 2 illustrates 
the "friction surfaces" being placed at regular intervals). 

Regarding claim 5, Plice remains as applied above. 

Plice further teaches that the mount comprises a frame ("curved portion"; '598 
Fig. 5 #28) and a plurality of members ("isolators"; '598 Figs. 1-5 #2) extending inwardly 
from the frame ('598 Figs. 2 and 5) to engage the microphone body at the or each set of 
discrete points ('598 Fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 10, Plice remains as applied above. 

Plice further teaches that at least one inwardly extending member is adjustable 
("cradle 3 flexes to receive the microphone body"; '598 col. 3 lines 29-30) to allow the 
mount to accommodate microphone bodies of different diameters (implicit in that the 
"shock-mounting apparatus 15 can cradle a microphone with a body about 3/4" in 
diameter"; '598 col. 4 lines 43-44). 
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Regarding claim 12, Plice teaches a method of clamping a microphone ('598 
title) in a mount ('598 Fig. 2) such as to reduce the transmission of vibrations thereto 
through the mount ("a shock-mounting apparatus for vibrational^ isolating a 
microphone..."; '598 col. 2 lines 6-7), the method comprising rigidly clamping (via 
"microphone cradle"; '598 Figs. 2 and 5 #3) the microphone at a plurality of discrete 
points ("friction surface"; '598 Figs. 2 and 5 #14) on the circumference of the 
microphone body ('598 Fig. 1 #21). 

4. Claims 1 , 2, 4-6, and 1 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated 
by Shulman (US Patent 4,577,070 ('070)). 

Regarding claim 1, Shulman teaches a mount for a microphone ('070 title), the 
mount being adapted to rigidly clamp (via "struts"; '070 Fig. 2 ##56, 58, 60, and 62) a 
microphone body ('070 Fig. 1 #14) at a plurality of discrete points on the circumference 
of the body ('070 Fig. 2 ##56, 58, 60, and 62). 

Regarding claim 2, Shulman remains as applied above. 

Shulman further teaches the plurality of discrete points comprises at least one 
set of at least three discrete points disposed around the circumference of the 
microphone body ('070 Fig. 1 illustrates four points disposed around the circumference 
of the microphone body). 
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Regarding claim 4, Shulman remains as applied above. 

Shulman further teaches that the or each set of the discrete points are 
substantially equally spaced around the circumference of the microphone body ('070 
Fig. 1 illustrates each set of two points being disposed on each side of the 
circumference of the microphone body). 

Regarding claim 5, Shulman remains as applied above. 

Shulman further teaches that the mount comprises a frame ('070 Fig. 3 #30) and 
a plurality of members ("struts"; '070 Fig. 2 ##56, 58, 60, and 62) extending inwardly 
from the frame (i.e. towards the microphone from the frame) to engage the microphone 
body at the or each set of discrete points ('070 Fig. 2 ##56, 58, 60, and 62). 

Regarding claim 6, Shulman remains as applied above. 

Shulman further teaches that wherein the or each set of the discrete points are 
engaged by the free ends of respective members extending inwardly (i.e. the tips of the 
"struts"; '070 Fig. 1) from a respective support surrounding the microphone body ('070 
Fig. 1 illustrates the struts being situated at four points surrounding the microphone 
body). 

Regarding claim 12, Shulman teaches a method of clamping a microphone 
('070 title) in a mount such as to reduce the transmission of vibrations through the 
mount, the method comprising rigidly clamping (via "struts"; '070 Fig. 2 ##56, 58, 60, 
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and 62) the microphone ('070 Fig. 1 #14) at a plurality of discrete points on the 
circumference of the microphone body ('070 Fig. 2 ##56, 58, 60, and 62). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Plice (US 
Patent 4,514,598 ('598)) (already of record) in view of Cech (US Patent 4,546,950 
('950)) (already of record). 

Regarding claim 3, Plice remains as applied above. 

Plice does not explicitly teach that "the mount is adapted to clamp the 
microphone body at first and second sets of at least three discrete points around its 
circumference, the first and second sets of discrete points lying in substantially parallel 
spaced planes". 

In the same field of endeavor, Cech teaches a mount being adapted to clamp the 
microphone body ('950 Fig. 1 #5) at first (e.g. front; '950 Fig. 1) and second (e.g. back; 
'950 Fig. 1 ) sets of at least three discrete points around its circumference {as taught by 
Plice above), the first and second sets of discrete points lying in substantially parallel 
spaced planes ('950 Fig. 1) for the benefit of securely holding a longer microphone. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to duplicate the rigid clamp taught by Plice by locating a second clamp in a 
parallel plane, as taught by Cech, for the benefit of securely holding a longer 
microphone. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 7-9 and 1 1 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed April 27, 201 1 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

a. Applicant argues that "the contact between each of the isolators... and the 
held microphone of Plice does not constitute contact at a discrete point, but 
rather contact over a large area or surface" (p. 5 end). Examiner respectfully 
disagrees as Plice illustrates a plurality of isolators ('598 #2), which surround the 
microphone while still remaining "separate, detached from others, individually 
distinct" ("discrete, A. 1 . a."; OED, second edition). Relating to the "points" of 
contact, Plice's illustration of discrete isolators can reasonably be considered "A 
separate or single item, article, or element in an extended whole" ("point, n 1 , I. 1 . 
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a. "; OED, third edition). Accordingly, Plice's individual isolators can reasonably 
be considered to "clamp. ..at a plurality of discrete points". 

b. Applicant argues that "the isolators (2) of Plice fluidly contact the held 
microphone so as to absorb external vibrations, as opposed to the discrete 
contact points. ..which rigidly clamp the microphone body" (p. 6 middle). 
Examiner respectfully disagrees, as the art rejections above indicate that "rigidly 
clamp[ing]...at a plurality of discrete points" (claim 1 ) as being performed by the 
"cradle 3" and "friction surface 14" ('598 Figs. 1-5). Although Plice teaches each 
of the components of the clamp being resilient (to facilitate insertion of the 
microphone and to dampen external vibrations), the structure of Plice is meant to 
hold the microphone firmly in place, so that it does not accidentally fall from the 
mount. As such, the action of "clamp[ing]" the microphone is performed "rigidly" 
(i.e. the clamping action is "not pliant or flexible; firm; hard" ("rigid, A. adj. I. 3. a."; 
OED, third edition)). 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JESSE ELBIN whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3710. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 9:00am to 
6:00pm EDT. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Curtis Kuntz can be reached on (571) 272-7499. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 -273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/JESSE A ELBIN/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2614 



